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Contrary to what was previously believed, two-loop radiative corrections to the g-factor of an
electron bound in a hydrogen-like ion at O (α2(Zα)5) exhibit logarithmic enhancement. This
previously unknown contribution is due to a long-distance light-by-light scattering amplitude.
Taking an effective field theory approach, and using the Euler–Heisenberg Lagrangian, we find
∆g = − (α
pi
)2
(Zα)5 56pi
135
lnZα.
The gyromagnetic factor g describes the proportionality
of a particle’s magnetic moment µ to its spin s,
µ = g
e
2m
s, (1)
where e is the particle’s charge, m its mass, and we use
units c = ~ = 1. Boldface letters denote usual vectors.
We consider the electron, for which Dirac’s theory pre-
dicts g = 2. This value is corrected at the per mille level
by the electron’s self-interactions, at present known to
the fifth order in the fine structure constant α ' 1/137
[1, 2].
Larger corrections can arise from the electron’s interac-
tion with its environment. The simplest such influence
is the Coulomb field of the nucleus to which the elec-
tron is bound. These binding corrections are reviewed in
Ref. [3]. Full numerical evaluation of two-loop self-energy
diagrams is under way [4] and first results for a class of
diagrams are already available [5, 6].
These calculations are of great metrological interest, be-
cause the electron mass (m in Eq. (1)) is best determined
with an ion in a Penning trap, rather than by trap-
ping an electron alone (binding to a nucleus greatly de-
creases errors caused by the electron’s thermal motion).
In the future, a competitive value of the fine structure
constant may also be obtained from such measurements
[7–9], complementary to atom interference [10] and the
free-electron g − 2 [11]. The potential of the bound g-
factor to constrain scenarios beyond the Standard Model
is discussed in Ref. [12].
Neglecting nuclear structure corrections, g can be ex-
pressed in a double series in powers of α/pi (self-
interactions) and in powers and logarithms of Zα (in-
teractions with the nucleus). With L = − ln(Zα)2,
g =
2
3
[
1 + 2
√
1− (Zα)2
]
+
α
pi
∞∑
i,j=0
aij (Zα)
i
Lj
+
(α
pi
)2 ∞∑
i,j=0
bij (Zα)
i
Lj +O
((α
pi
)3)
. (2)
This structure mirrors the expansion of atomic energy
levels (Lamb shift [13]) and so far it has been found that
if a logarithm is present in one observable in a given
order, it is also present in the other. This rule is very
important because the Lamb shift is better understood
theoretically than the g factor. Measurements with ions
of various Z have been used to fit unknown coefficients
in Eq. (2) [3] to extract the electron mass.
Here we find the first exception from this rule: in the
Lamb shift the coefficient corresponding to b51 vanishes,
whereas we find that
b51 =
28pi
135
. (3)
In principle, logarithmic effects can always be calculated
in at least two ways. The argument Zα is really a ratio
of two distance scales, for example, the large Bohr radius
and the small electron Compton wavelength. One can
calculate only the long-distance or short-distance part. In
both cases one finds the same magnitude of logarithmic
divergence.
In the present case, we did both, to be sure that the
logarithmic contribution really exists. Below we briefly
outline both parts of the calculation. We leave for the
future work the evaluation of the non-logarithmic part,
together with providing further technical details of the
computation.
B
FIG. 1. An LBL loop contributing to α2 corrections to the
bound electron g-factor. The thick double line denotes the
nucleus. Thin solid lines are electrons and wavy lines are
photons, including the external magnetic field B.
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2The new logarithmic contribution is an effect of the vir-
tual light-by-light scattering (LBL). It arises through the
coupling of four photons induced by their interaction with
a virtual charged particle such as an electron. Figure 1
provides an example, where the Coulomb field of the nu-
cleus couples to an external magnetic field, and two pho-
tons are interacting with the bound electron, thus chang-
ing the electron’s g-factor and modifying its response to
the magnetic field.
LBL was first predicted by Heisenberg and Euler [14,
15] and by Weisskopf [16] who determined corrections to
Maxwell’s Lagrangian of the electromagnetic field L =
1
2
(
E2 −B2),
LEH = α
2
m4
[
c1
(
E2 −B2)2 + c2 (E ·B)2] , (4)
with c1 =
2
45 and c2 =
14
45 . While L leads to linear
Maxwell’s equations, LEH introduces non-linear effects.
Nowadays, this classic result is often the first non-trivial
example encountered by students learning effective field
theory methods.
Searches for effects of LEH have so far been in vain [17].
Observed non-linear effects arise either from interactions
with matter (non-linear optics) or from high-energy pro-
cesses with photon momenta much larger than the elec-
tron mass, beyond the validity of LEH. For example, pho-
ton splitting γN → γγN has been measured [18] (see [19]
for a theoretical review). A related process is Delbru¨ck
scattering γN → γN [20]. The high-energy LBL scatter-
ing has been observed in ultraperipheral heavy-ion colli-
sions [21].
The LEH effect described in this paper likely has the best
chance of being experimentally accessible.
It often happens with bound state radiative corrections
that a single Feynman diagram contributes to different
orders in the perturbative expansion. To disentangle cor-
rections of different orders, it is convenient to use the
expansion by regions [22–26]. Once the relevant modes
are identified, a systematic expansion can be achieved by
setting up an effective field theory (EFT) whose opera-
tors capture the low-energy physics, while the so-called
matching coefficients contain information about short-
distance phenomena.
In bound-state quantum electrodynamics (QED), the rel-
evant EFT is obtained in a two-step process. First, we
integrate out the hard modes, i.e. momenta of the order
of electron mass m. The resulting theory is known as
non-relativistic QED (NRQED), introduced by Caswell
and Lepage [27]. The NRQED Lagrangian is organised
in powers of the electron’s velocity (in an ion with the
atomic number Z, that velocity is v ∼ Zα), or inverse
powers of electron mass [28]. The EulerHeisenberg (E-
H) Lagrangian LEH is part of the NRQED Lagrangian
and contributes at O(v4).
NRQED is still complicated and contains modes with a
range of energy scales. In the second step, one integrates
out soft modes whose momenta scale as mv, and poten-
tial photons with energy E ∼ mv2 and three-momentum
p ∼ mv. The resulting theory is called potential-NRQED
(PNRQED) [29–31]. It contains instantaneous, non-local
interactions between the electron and the nucleus, the
so-called potentials.
The leading one is the Coulomb potential responsible for
the binding and described by the operator
ˆ
d3r
[
χ†eχe
]
(x+ r)
(
−Zα
r
)[
N†N
]
(x), (5)
where χe is the non-relativistic electron field, and N is
the nucleus field. Other potentials are treated as pertur-
bations.
To compute the contribution of the E-H interaction to the
bound electron g-factor, we have to generalise potentials
to include spin-dependent interactions with an external
magnetic field. The two-step EFT approach has been
successfully used to compute spin-independent observ-
ables before. Technical details can be found in Ref. [32]
(see also [33–38]).
LBL scattering first contributes to the bound electron
g-factor at O (α(Zα)5) [39] and O (α2(Zα)4) [40]. In
both these cases, the LBL scattering was a part of a
short-distance correction to the bound electron g-factor.
Here we focus on the former type of diagrams, where two
photons are attached to the electron line.
We start by analysing the diagram in Figure 1. The case
where both loops are hard was discussed in [40]. In that
case, the loops collapse to a point in NRQED, where the
diagram is represented by an effective operator with two
photon fields. This operator is then matched on the effec-
tive spin-dependent potential. Here we consider a situa-
tion where only the fermionic loop is hard, while the sec-
ond loop is soft. This means that only the LBL fermionic
loop is a short-distance phenomenon, while photons are
part of the long-distance physics. The hard matching
leads to the E-H Lagrangian in Eq. (4). The soft loop
in the QED diagram is now represented in NRQED by a
time-ordered product of the E-H Lagrangian
1
3!
ˆ
d4x
ˆ
d4y
ˆ
d4zT [LI(x),LI(y),LEH(z)] , (6)
with the interaction Lagrangian containing the leading
Coulomb interaction and a Pauli interaction
LI = χ†e
(
−eA0 + cF eσ ·B
2m
)
χe. (7)
Here cF = 1 +
α
2pi +O(α2) and σ is a vector composed of
Pauli matrices. The NRQED diagram representing the
time-ordered product (6) is depicted in Figure 2.
3To perform the second matching step, we compute the
amplitude for the diagram shown in Figure 2; it reads
ic2cF
α2
m4
Ze3
32m
QiQj
|Q| χˆ
†
eσjχˆeBi, (8)
with Q representing the momentum transfer between
the electron and the nucleus, and the external magnetic
field B that carries zero momentum. χˆe denotes non-
relativistic electron spinors.
B
FIG. 2. NRQED diagram corresponding to Figure 1 with the
Euler–Heisenberg Lagrangian insertion replacing the electron
loop.
We drop the part of the amplitude that does not con-
tribute in s-states and, after a Fourier transform, we find
the spin-dependent correction to the PNRQED potential,
e
ˆ
d3r
[
χ†e
σ ·Bext
2m
χe
]
(x+ r) δV (r)
[
N†N
]
(x), (9)
with
δV (r) = −c2cF α
2
pi2
Zα
(mr)
4
pi
12
. (10)
This potential has r−4 dependence and it is thus more
singular for small r than the leading Coulomb potential in
Eq. (5). Consequently, the matrix element in an s state is
divergent and has to be regularised. We use dimensional
regularisation with space-time dimension D = 4−2 and
find the E-H contribution to the bound electron g-factor
to be
∆gEH =
(α
pi
)2 28pi
135
(Zα)
5
(
1

− ln (mZα)
2
µ2
+ . . .
)
,
(11)
where dots represent terms that are not logarithmically
enhanced. The computation of the matrix element is
closely related to the logarithmic correction to the Lamb
shift described in [40].
The 1/ ultraviolet (UV) pole of the matrix element of
δV cancels with the high-energy contribution shown in
Figure 3. The additional photon connecting the exter-
nal electron to the nucleus may be understood as a high-
energy tail of the electron wave function. This is why only
B B
FIG. 3. The high-energy correction to the diagram in Figure
1 arises from an additional hard photon exchanged between
the electron and the nucleus. Two examples are shown. Other
diagrams are found by permuting photons coupled to each
electron line. The diagram on the right does not contribute
to the divergent part in Eq. (13).
.
the diagrams related to the left diagram in Figure 3 con-
tribute to the divergent part. In this short distance part
of the correction all loop momenta have a hard scaling
(∼ m). Ref. [41] explains the theory of the high-energy
contribution to the bound g-factor at O((Zα)5).
In the short distance calculation we proceed as in our
previous calculations [42, 43]. All three-loop integrals
are reduced to a small set of master integrals with the
so-called Laporta algorithm [44, 45] implemented in the
program FIRE [46]. Even though we are dealing with di-
agrams that do not contribute to the Lamb shift, almost
all master integrals are the same as before, and their re-
sults can be found in [42]. The reason is that master
integrals correspond to scalar diagrams, where some of
the lines are absent. In most cases, one can transform
these master integrals into known ones.
However, there is one new master integral,ˆ
dDk1 d
Dk2 d
Dk3 δ(k
0
2)
k21 (k1 − k2)2 (k23 +m2) [(k2 + k3)2 +m2]
= −64pi
7m3
3
+O(), (12)
that could not be checked with previous calculations. For
this reason the computation of the hard part alone would
not be a sufficient proof of the presence of the logarithm.
Fortunately, the hard correction we found,
∆gH = −
(α
pi
)2 28
135
pi (Zα)
5
(
1

− ln m
2
µ2
+ . . .
)
. (13)
is consistent with the soft correction in Eq. (11). Sum-
ming Eqs. (11) and (13) we find that 1/ singularities
cancel and obtain our main result,
∆g(Z) = ∆gH + ∆gEH =
(α
pi
)2
(Zα)
5 28
135
pi ln
1
(Zα)2
,
(14)
from which we read off the coefficient b51 in Eq. (3).
Due to the logarithmic enhancement, the correction is
much larger than anticipated and exceeds other LBL cor-
rections computed previously in [43].
4For the hydrogen-like carbon ion, currently the best
source of the electron mass determination, the resulting
relative correction to the g-factor and, by the same token,
to the electron mass m, is
∆g(Z = 6)
g
=
∆m
m
= 1.8 · 10−12, (15)
about 17 times smaller than the current experimental
error. This correction will likely become important for
the measurements in the near future [7].
Because of the factor Z5, the correction grows rapidly for
heavier ions. For the experimentally important silicon
[47],
∆g(Z = 14)
g
= 0.9 · 10−10, (16)
exceeding the accepted theoretical uncertainty of 0.7 ·
10−10 [3]. This is likely because the Ref. [3] fitted un-
known higher-order corrections, assuming a vanishing
b51, as we explained below Eq. (2).
For the future, two extensions of this work are of in-
terest. While we have determined the E-H effect in a
one-electron hydrogen-like ion, few-electron systems, es-
pecially lithium- and boron-like ions, are also experimen-
tally relevant [48]. It would also be interesting to evaluate
the E-H correction for a muonic atom [49] where it should
be further enhanced by the logarithm of the electron to
muon mass ratio.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
RS would like to thank Martin Beneke for useful discus-
sions. The loop diagrams were calculated with FORM
[50, 51]. This work was supported by the Natural Sci-
ences and Engineering Research Council of Canada and
by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German
Research Foundation) under grant 396021762 - TRR 257.
∗ robert.szafron@cern.ch
[1] T. Aoyama, T. Kinoshita, and M. Nio, Theory of the
Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the Electron, Atoms 7,
28 (2019).
[2] S. Laporta, High-precision calculation of the 4-loop con-
tribution to the electron g-2 in QED, Phys. Lett. B772,
232–238 (2017), 1704.06996.
[3] J. Zatorski, B. Sikora, S. G. Karshenboim, S. Sturm,
F. Ko¨hler-Langes, K. Blaum, C. H. Keitel, and Z. Har-
man, Extraction of the electron mass from g factor mea-
surements on light hydrogenlike ions, Phys. Rev. A96,
012502 (2017), 1703.10649.
[4] B. Sikora, V. Yerokhin, N. Oreshkina, H. Cakir, C. Kei-
tel, and Z. Harman, Theory of the two-loop self-energy
correction to the g factor in nonperturbative Coulomb
fields, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 012002 (2020), 1804.05733.
[5] V. A. Yerokhin and Z. Harman, Two-loop QED correc-
tions with closed fermion loops for the bound-electron g
factor, Phys. Rev. A88, 042502 (2013).
[6] V. Debierre, B. Sikora, H. Cakir, N. Oreshkina,
V. Yerokhin, C. Keitel, and Z. Harman, Two-loop virtual
light-by-light scattering corrections to the bound-electron
g factor (2020), arXiv:2007.12244.
[7] S. Sturm et al., The ALPHATRAP experiment, Eur.
Phys. J. ST 227, 1425–1491 (2019).
[8] V. M. Shabaev, D. A. Glazov, N. S. Oreshkina, A. V.
Volotka, G. Plunien, H.-J. Kluge, and W. Quint, g-Factor
of heavy ions: a new access to the fine structure constant,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 253002 (2006).
[9] V. A. Yerokhin, E. Berseneva, Z. Harman, I. I. Tupit-
syn, and C. H. Keitel, Weighted difference of g-factors
of light Li-like and H-like ions for an improved determi-
nation of the fine-structure constant, Phys. Rev. A94,
022502 (2016), 1606.08620.
[10] R. H. Parker, C. Yu, W. Zhong, B. Estey, and H. Mu¨ller,
Measurement of the fine-structure constant as a test of
the Standard Model, Science 360, 191–195 (2018).
[11] G. Gabrielse, S. Fayer, T. Myers, and X. Fan, Towards
an Improved Test of the Standard Model’s Most Precise
Prediction, Atoms 7, 45 (2019), 1904.06174.
[12] V. Debierre, C. Keitel, and Z. Harman, Fifth-force search
with the bound-electron g factor, Phys. Lett. B 807,
135527 (2020).
[13] V. A. Yerokhin, K. Pachucki, and V. Patkos, Theory of
the Lamb shift in hydrogen and light hydrogen-like ions,
Annalen Phys. 531, 1800324 (2019), 1809.00462.
[14] W. Heisenberg and H. Euler, Consequences of Dirac’s
theory of positrons, Z. Phys. 98, 714–732 (1936),
physics/0605038.
[15] H. Euler and B. Kockel, The scattering of light by light
in Dirac’s theory, Naturwiss. 23, 246–247 (1935).
[16] V. Weisskopf, The electrodynamics of the vacuum based
on the quantum theory of the electron, Kong. Dan. Vid.
Sel. Mat. Fys. Med. 14N6, 1–39 (1936), Reprinted in
[52].
[17] A. Ejlli, F. Della Valle, U. Gastaldi, G. Messineo,
R. Pengo, G. Ruoso, and G. Zavattini, The PVLAS ex-
periment: a 25 year effort to measure vacuum magnetic
birefringence (2020), arXiv:2005.12913.
[18] S. Akhmadaliev et al., Experimental investigation of
high-energy photon splitting in atomic fields, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 89, 061802 (2002), hep-ex/0111084.
[19] R. Lee, A. Maslennikov, A. Milstein, V. Strakhovenko,
and Y. Tikhonov, Photon splitting in atomic fields, Phys.
Rept. 373, 213 (2003), hep-ph/0111447.
[20] A. Milstein and M. Schumacher, Present status of Del-
bruck scattering, Phys. Rept. 243, 183–214 (1994).
[21] G. Aad and others [ATLAS collaboration], Observation
of light-by-light scattering in ultraperipheral Pb+Pb col-
lisions with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123,
052001 (2019) 1904.0353
[22] F. V. Tkachev, Theory of asymptotic operation. a sum-
mary of basic principles, Sov. J. Part. Nucl. 25, 649
(1994), hep-ph/9701272.
[23] M. Beneke and V. A. Smirnov, Asymptotic expansion of
Feynman integrals near threshold, Nucl. Phys. B 522,
321–344 (1998), hep-ph/9711391.
5[24] V. A. Smirnov, Applied asymptotic expansions in mo-
menta and masses, Springer Tracts Mod. Phys. 177, 1–
262 (2002).
[25] A. Czarnecki and V. A. Smirnov, Threshold behavior of
Feynman diagrams: The master two- loop propagator,
Phys. Lett. B394, 211–217 (1997), hep-ph/9608407.
[26] A. Czarnecki and K. Melnikov, Two loop QCD correc-
tions to the heavy quark pair production cross-section in
e+ e- annihilation near the threshold, Phys. Rev. Lett.
80, 2531–2534 (1998), hep-ph/9712222.
[27] W. E. Caswell and G. P. Lepage, Effective Lagrangians
For Bound State Problems In QED, QCD, And Other
Field Theories, Phys. Lett. B167, 437 (1986).
[28] R. J. Hill, G. Lee, G. Paz, and M. P. Solon, NRQED La-
grangian at order 1/M4, Phys. Rev. D87, 053017 (2013),
1212.4508.
[29] A. Pineda and J. Soto, The Lamb shift in dimen-
sional regularization, Phys. Lett. B420, 391 (1998), hep-
ph/9711292.
[30] A. Pineda and J. Soto, Potential NRQED: The positro-
nium case, Phys. Rev. D59, 016005 (1999), hep-
ph/9805424.
[31] M. Beneke, Perturbative heavy quark - anti-quark sys-
tems, PoS hf8, 009 (1999), hep-ph/9911490.
[32] R. Szafron, E. Y. Korzinin, V. A. Shelyuto, V. G. Ivanov,
and S. G. Karshenboim, Virtual Delbru¨ck scattering and
the Lamb shift in light hydrogenlike atoms, Phys. Rev. A
100, 032507 (2019), 1909.04116.
[33] U. D. Jentschura, A. Czarnecki, and K. Pachucki, Non-
relativistic QED approach to the Lamb shift, Phys. Rev.
A72, 062102 (2005).
[34] K. Pachucki, U. D. Jentschura, and V. A. Yerokhin, Non-
relativistic QED approach to the bound-electron g factor,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 150401 (2004), erratum Phys. Rev.
Lett. 94, 229902(E) (2005), hep-ph/0411084.
[35] K. Pachucki, A. Czarnecki, U. D. Jentschura, and
V. A. Yerokhin, Complete two-loop correction to the
bound-electron g factor, Phys. Rev. A72, 022108 (2005),
physics/0506227.
[36] K. Pachucki, Long-wavelength quantum electrodynamics,
Phys. Rev. A 69, 052502 (2004).
[37] C. Peset and A. Pineda, The Lamb shift in muonic hy-
drogen and the proton radius from effective field theories,
Eur. Phys. J. A 51, 156 (2015), 1508.01948.
[38] C. Peset, Effective field theories for muonic hydrogen,
EPJ Web Conf. 137, 08013 (2017).
[39] S. G. Karshenboim and A. I. Milstein, Delbruck scat-
tering and the g factor of a bound electron, Phys. Lett.
B549, 321–324 (2002), hep-ph/0210069.
[40] A. Czarnecki and R. Szafron, Light-by-light scattering in
the Lamb shift and the bound electron g factor, Phys. Rev.
A94, 060501 (2016), 1611.04875.
[41] K. Pachucki and M. Puchalski, One-loop binding correc-
tions to the electron g factor, Phys. Rev. A96, 032503
(2017), 1707.08518.
[42] M. Dowling, J. Monde´jar, J. H. Piclum, and A. Czar-
necki, Radiative-nonrecoil corrections of order α2(Zα)5
to the Lamb shift, Phys. Rev. A81, 022509 (2010),
0911.4078.
[43] A. Czarnecki, M. Dowling, J. Piclum, and R. Szafron,
Two-loop binding corrections to the electron gyromag-
netic factor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 043203 (2018),
1711.00190.
[44] S. Laporta and E. Remiddi, The Analytical value of the
electron (g − 2) at order α3 in QED, Phys. Lett. B379,
283–291 (1996), hep-ph/9602417.
[45] S. Laporta, High-precision calculation of multi-loop Feyn-
man integrals by difference equations, Int. J. Mod. Phys.
A15, 5087–5159 (2000), hep-ph/0102033.
[46] A. V. Smirnov, FIRE5: a C++ implementation of Feyn-
man Integral REduction, Comput. Phys. Commun. 189,
182–191 (2014), 1408.2372.
[47] S. Sturm, A. Wagner, B. Schabinger, J. Zatorski, Z. Har-
man, W. Quint, G. Werth, C. H. Keitel, and K. Blaum,
g Factor of Hydrogenlike 28Si13+, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107,
023002 (2011).
[48] D. Glazov et al., g Factor of Lithiumlike Silicon: New
Challenge to Bound-State QED, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123,
173001 (2019), 1903.11609.
[49] B. Sikora, H. Cakir, N. Michel, V. Debierre, N. Oreshk-
ina, N. Belov, V. Yerokhin, C. Keitel, and Z. Harman,
Improving the accuracy of the muon mass and magnetic
moment anomaly via the bound-muon g factor, Phys.
Rev. D 97, 111301 (2018), 1801.02501.
[50] B. Ruijl, T. Ueda, and J. Vermaseren, FORM version 4.2
(2017), arXiv:1707.06453.
[51] J. A. M. Vermaseren, New features of FORM (2000),
math-ph/0010025.
[52] J. Schwinger, Selected papers on quantum electrodynam-
ics, Dover, New York (1958).
